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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above Is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenm adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to comnnunlcation(s) filed on 07 October 2003 , 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-11.15-25 and 29 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim{s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim{s) 1-11,15-25 and 29 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim{s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) S The drawing(s) filed on 10/21/98 is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawlng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attach ment(s) 



1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) n Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) CH Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 



4) n Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) n Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
07/18/03 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 07/18/03 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant contends the amendments are supported by the specification, 
however, applicant is mixing the disclosure of objects associated with pages 12-26 with 
the disclosure of images associated with pages 27-42. Objects and images are 
different things, see applicants figure 5 and page 20 lines 14-15 which describes the 
data structure that describes the objects and see applicants page 27 lines 18-25 which 
describes the sources of the images as for example a digital camera, thus, images are 
pixel data while objects are high level data structure. The processing of high level data 
structure is different than the processing of low level pixel data, thus, it would be 
improper to apply the processing of the images to objects. 
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At page 13 last paragraph applicant points to portions of the specification which 
allegedly supports the amending the claims to claim that each image is comprised of 
objects having assigned attributes. The specific locations have been reviewed and 
found to fail to support the amendments made to the independent claims because these 
locations describes at the most referencing processed images with object links while the 
amendments are made to the beginning of the claims before the images have been 
processed and seem to be claiming the photos are objects while the specification at the 
cited portions describes processed images being referenced with object links. 
Additionally these locations do not describe the claimed rendering attributes 
corresponding to the size and the output positions. The specification at pages 12-26 
describes rendering attributes associated with objects but not images. 

The pending claims do not clearly claim the elected invention and corresponding 
embodiment. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to because in block S66 of figure 1 1 "display" is 
misspelled.. A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply 
to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-11, 15-25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The pending claims do not clearly claim the elected embodiment for the reasons 
given above in the response to arguments. 

Claim 1: 

At line 6 "the size" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 
At line 6 "the output" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 

The pending claims do not clearly claim the elected embodiment for the reasons given 
above in the response to arguments. 

Claim 15: 

At line 9 "the size" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 
At line 9 "the output" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 



Claim 29: 

At line 9 "the size" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 

At lines 9 and 10 "the output" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 
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6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 1-11, 15-25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Cancelled claims 12-14 and 26-28, group III, claimed objects which is described 
at pages 12-26. Pages 12-26 used objects as the best way to change the size of 
windows and to determine the placement of objects within the windows. 

Originally filed claims 1-11, 15-25 and 29, group II, claimed images which is 
described at pages 27-42 * Pages 27-42 used the term images because photos are 
being edited, see figures 9, 10, 12 and 14, photos are images. 

Applicant is attempting to amend independent claims 1,15 and 29 with features 
present at pages 12-26 and claimed in the non elected group III. Thus, applicant is 
attempting to take that which was described at pages 12-26 and add it to that which was 
described at pages 27-42. The specification as filed did not describe doing this. Thus, 
one of ordinary skill in the art would not have been conveyed by the originally filed 
specification and claims that the amended claims that applicant had possession of the 
currently claimed invention 
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8. A prior art rejection cannot be made because the metes and bounds of the 
claims are not definite and because the specification does not support the claims. 
Thus, an indication of allowability would be premature. 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Jeffery A. Brier whose telephone number is (703) 
305-4723. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 6:30 to 3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Razavi, can be reached at (703) 305-4713). 

Any response to this action sliould be mailed to: 



or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 

Jeffery A Brier 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2672 



